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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed Oct. 24, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In re pages 6-7, applicant argues, with respect to claims 1 and 14, that there is 
no teaching or suggestion whatsoever in McKay that the touch controls 20 are provided 
in any perimeter area as claimed and only reference to controls in a perimeter area is 
regarding push buttons 64, but they are in the bezel and are not operatively coupled to 
the front or rear face of the screen panel, e.g., for functioning as a touch control. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed in the last Office 

Action, the bezel with buttons 64 meets the claimed limitation to at least one touch 

control. McKay also discloses in page 6, paragraph #0055 that 

"In the exemplary embodiment of FIG.6, loud speakers 24 are disposed 
behind acoustically transparent grilles or louvers disposed in the system's 
chassis to either side of the display screen 62. A digital camera 22 might either 
be mounted in a central location along the top edge of the system bezel or might 
be mounted in an interior position along that portion of the system bezel which is 
above or below the display screen 62". 

From the above passage, the system's chassis of McKay anticipates the claimed 
masked perimeter area and the bezel having buttons are mounted on the system's 
chassis. Thus, McKay discloses all the claimed limitations of claim 1. 

In re page 7, applicant argues, with respect to claims 2 and 15, that there is no 
teaching or suggestion in McKay that the touch controls 20 of the touch screen are 
disposed in a masked perimeter area and buttons 64 are clearly not attached to a rear 
face of the front screen panel and there is no other teaching or suggestion in McKay of 
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a touch control coupled to a rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter 
area. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 , McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

In re page 8, applicant argues, with respect to claim 4, that there is no teaching 
or suggestion in McKay that the touch screen control provided in a masked perimeter 
area. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 , McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

In re page 8, applicant argues, with respect to claim 5, that there is no teaching 
or suggestion in McKay that the touch screen control provided in a masked perimeter 
area. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 , McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

In re page 8, applicant argues, with respect to claim 13, that McKay does not in 
fact relate to a television assembly. 
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In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. McKay discloses in page 4, 
paragraph #0039 that the single board computer 12 is coupled to a Digital Video 
Interface (DVI) graphics board 14 by means of a peripheral interface bus. Thus, since 
the display can display video signal, the system of McKay is a television assembly as 
claimed. 

In re page 8, applicant argues, with respect to claim 14, that there is no teaching 
or suggestion in McKay that the touch screen control provided in a masked perimeter 
area. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 , McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

In re page 9, applicant argues, with respect to claims 3, 10 and 16, that there is 
no teaching or suggestion in McKay that the touch screen control provided in a masked 
perimeter area. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 , McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

In re pages 9-10, applicant argues, with respect to claims 6-7 and 17, that there 
is no teaching or suggestion in McKay that the touch screen control provided in a 
masked perimeter area. 
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In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 , McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

In re page 10, applicant argues, with respect to claims 9 and 19, that there is no 
teaching or suggestion in McKay that the touch screen control provided in a masked 
perimeter area. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above with 
respect to claim 1, McKay does disclose the claimed buttons 64 in the bezel are 
mounted on the rear face of the front screen panel in the masked perimeter area 
(system's chassis). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 8, 1 1-15, 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipate by McKay (US Publication No. 2002/0078459 A1) as set forth in the last 
Office Action. 
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In considering claim 1 , McKay discloses all the claimed subject matter, note 1) 
the claimed a television assembly comprising a housing and a secured to said housing, 
said screen assembly including: a front screen panel having a front face and a rear 
face, said front face being parallel to said rear face is met by plasma display screen 62 
(Figs. 3 and 6A, page 5, [0044]-[0046] and page 6, [0054]), 2) the claimed an opaque 
masking layer applied to a perimeter of at least one of said front and rear faces of said 
front screen panel so as to define a masked perimeter area framing a viewable area of 
said screen assembly is met by the system bezel (Fig. 6A, page 6, [0054]), and 3) the 
claimed at least one touch control operatively coupled to at least one of said front and 
rear faces of said front screen panel in said masked perimeter area is met by the set of 
hard-wired inputs as button 64, may optionally be located on the system bezel and 
provide a user input path in addition to the system's touch screen (Fig. 6A, page 6, 
[0054]). 

In considering claim 2, the claimed wherein said at least one touch control 
operatively coupled to said front screen panel comprises a touch sensor attached to the 
rear face of the front screen panel is met by the touch screen 20 and the set of hard- 
wired inputs as button 64, may optionally be located on the system bezel and provide a 
user input path in addition to the system's touch screen (Figs. 3 and 6A, page 5, [0044]- 
[0046] and page 6, [0054]). 

In considering claim 4, the claimed comprising indicia identifying at least one of a 
location and a function of said at least one touch screen control provided on at least one 
of said front and rear faces of said front screen panel and visible from a front of said 
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screen assembly is met by the touch screen 20 and the set of hard-wired inputs as 
button 64, may optionally be located on the system bezel and provide a user input path 
in addition to the system's touch screen (Figs. 6A, 8-10, page 6, [0054] and page 7, 
[0063] to page 9, [0074]). 

In considering claim 5, the claimed wherein said indicia comprises at least one of 
text and artwork indicating the location and function of the touch control is met by the 
touch screen 20 and the set of hard-wired inputs as button 64, may optionally be 
located on the system bezel and provide a user input path in addition to the system's 
touch screen (Figs. 6A, 8-10, page 6, [0054] and page 7, [0063] to page 9, [0074]). 

In considering claim 8, the claimed wherein the front screen panel is formed from 
glass is met by the plasma display panel 18 (Fig. 2, page 4, [0041]-[0042]). 

In considering claim 1 1, the claimed wherein the front screen panel is flat is met 
by the flat screen, plasma-type display 18 (Fig. 2, page 4, [0040]). 

In considering claim 12, the claimed wherein said front face is substantially 
coextensive to said rear face is met by the plasma display panel 18 (Fig. 3, page 4, 
[0041]-[0042]). 

In considering claim 1 3, the claimed wherein the television assembly is one of a 
plasma television, an LCD television, and a projection television is met by the flat 
screen, plasma-type display 18 (Fig. 2, page 4, [0040]). 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claims 1 and 1 1 above. 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above. 

Claim 18 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 8 above. 
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Claim 20 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, 10, 16 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McKay (US Publication No. 2002/0078459 A1 ) as set forth in the last 
Office Action. 

In considering claim 3, McKay discloses all the limitations of the instant invention 
as discussed in claims 1 and 2 above, except for providing the claimed wherein said 
touch sensor is adhesively attached. The capability of using touch sensor is adhesively 
attached is old and well known in the art. Therefore, the Official Notice is taken. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the old and well known using of touch sensor is adhesively 
attached into McKay's system in order to secure the touch sensor on the display device. 

In considering claim 10, McKay discloses all the limitations of the instant 
invention as discussed in claim 1 above, except for providing the claimed wherein said 
front screen panel has a length and width greater than a length and width of said 
housing so that said front screen panel projects beyond said housing. The capability of 
using front screen panel has a length and width greater than a length and width of said 
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housing so that said front screen panel projects beyond said housing is old and well 
known in the art. Therefore, the Official Notice is taken. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the old 
and well known using of front screen panel has a length and width greater than a length 
and width of said housing so that said front screen panel projects beyond said housing 
into McKay's system in order to secure the front screen panel on the display housing. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above. 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above. 

Claim 22 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above. 
6. Claims 6-7 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McKay (US Publication No. 2002/0078459 A1) in view of Ananian (US Patent No. 
4,907,090) as set for the in the last Office Action. 

In considering claim 6, McKay discloses all the claimed subject matter, note 1) 
the claimed wherein said indicia is provided on said rear face prior to applying said 
masking layer is met by the touch screen 20 and the set of hard-wired inputs as button 
64, may optionally be located on the system bezel and provide a user input path in 
addition to the system's touch screen (Figs. 6A, 8-10, page 6, [0054] and page 7, [0063] 
to page 9, [0074]). However, McKay explicitly does not disclose the claimed wherein 
said masking layer is applied to said rear face of said front screen panel. Ananian 
teaches that referring more particularly to Figs. 3 and 4, in the preferred embodiment 
the peripheral portion of the planar element 12 is provided with a border 14 formed on 
its rear surface which is preferably formed by an opaque coating, such as black paint 
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(Figs. 3 and 4, col. 2, line 62 to col. 3, line 17). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention io incorporate the border formed 
as taught by Ananian into McKay's system in order to prevent accidental contact with 
the screen during use. 

In considering claim 7, McKay discloses all the claimed subject matter, note 1) 
the claimed the touch sensor attached to said rear face after applying said masking 
layer is met by the touch screen 20 and the set of hard-wired inputs as button 64, may 
optionally be located on the system bezel and provide a user input path in addition to 
the system's touch screen (Figs. 3 and 6A, page 5, [0044]-[0046] and page 6, [0054]). 
However, McKay explicitly does riot disclose the claimed wherein said masking layer is 
applied to said rear face of said front screen panel. Ananian teaches that referring more 
particularly to Figs. 3 and 4, in the preferred embodiment the peripheral portion of the 
planar element 12 is provided with a border 14 formed on its rear surface which is 
preferably formed by an opaque coating, such as black paint (Figs. 3 and 4, col. 2, line 
62 to col. 3, line 17). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the border formed as taught by Ananian 
into McKay's system in order to prevent accidental contact with the screen during use. 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 7 above. 
7. Claims 9 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McKay (US Publication No. 2002/0078459 A1) in view of Scheve (US Patent No. 
4,715,137) as set forth in the last Office Action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,301 Page 11 

Art Unit: 2622 

In considering claim 9, McKay discloses all the limitations of the instant invention 
as discussed in claim 1 above, except for providing the claimed wherein said masking 
layer is silk screened to a perimeter of the rear face of the front screen panel to define 
said masked perimeter area. Scheve teaches that a clear protective coating may be 
silk-screened or sprayed over the back surface 16, after the image 32 has been applied, 
the light-transmitting member 12 may be encased in the clear shroud 30 and installed 
over the light source 22, which is directed toward an edge 20 of the light-transmitting 
member 12 (Figs. 1-4, col. 2, line 60 to col. 3, line 65). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the silk 
screen as taught by Scheve into McKay's system in order to improve the brightness of 
the displayed video signal. 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 9 above. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Trang U. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7358. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM, Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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